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Morris Campus Student Association
University of Minnesota, Morris
Morris, Minnesota 56267
March 28, 2011
Roll Call
a. Thoma called the meeting to order at 6:09pm.
b. Granaas called roll. Representatives Just, Yang, and Gomez were absent. Representative
Bergantine came late.
II.
For Action: Tech Fee Allocation Discussion
a. McBride motioned to open discussion for Tech Fee Allocations; second by Stemper.
b. Motion carried by a majority vote.
III.
McBride motioned to appropriate $2,817 to the Regional Fitness Center; second by Gruntner.
a. A significant amount of students use the RFC and this helps enhance and replace their current
technology.
b. Motion carried with a full vote of 27-0-0.
IV.
McBride motioned to appropriate $7,080 to the art discipline; second by Earl.
a. This proposal is beneficial given that this technology doesn’t exist anywhere else on campus.
Expanding on current infrastructure for art classes would benefit the student body.
b. Motion carried with a full vote of 27-0-0.
V.
McBride motioned to appropriate $1,585 for the Writing Room; second by Earl.
a. Current technology in the writing room doesn’t meet our standards. This infrastructure is
essential and influences many students.
b. Jim Hall said that there is not currently a plan to have a standard 4-year replacement cycle of all
desktops and laptops across campus. This will be proposed for a 5-year plan in the future. In the
meantime, he encourages funded hardware to be bought from U-Mart.
c. Motion carried with a vote of 25-0-2.
VI.
McBride motioned to appropriate $8,300 to the Athletic Department; second by Stemper.
a. Mark Privratsky said the current system does work, so cutting this proposal would not be the end
of the world, but it would greatly benefit the activities that take place there.
b. Please note that the Athletic Department is also contributing funding to this project, which will
benefit both athletic and outside events.
c. This will enhance the current facility without a larger structural overhaul.
d. Motion carried with a full vote of 27-0-0.
VII. McBride motioned to appropriate $1,947 to the Chemistry Club; second by Donovan.
a. This lab is very necessary to academic coursework and will benefit students in two of the largest
disciplines. This is more of a need than a luxury.
b. Jim Hall noted that the requested Dells are a standard model.
c. This particular lab sees a lot of student traffic and therefore upgrading the technology is essential
for their academic experience.
d. Motion carried with a full vote of 27-0-0.
VIII. McBride motioned to appropriate $1,947 to the Biology Club; second by Earl.
a. Mark Privratsky moved to amend the proposal to $1,869; second by McBride.
i. Of the opinion that the toner cartridge doesn’t fit Guidelines because it’s an accessory
item and not an appropriate use of Tech Fee.
ii. Stemper pointed out that many printers come with toner. Other clubs request money from
AFRC for printing costs. This is very clearly a budget item.
iii. Amendment passed by a majority vote.
b. Motion carried with a full vote of 27-0-0.
IX.
McBride motioned to appropriate $9,434 to the Mathematics Discipline; second by Earl.
a. Stemper reminded Forum that the Discipline is contributing to the cost.
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b. This fits the guidelines in that it clearly impacts a large amount of students.
c. Matt Privratsky pointed out that this proposal fits academically with the vision of the University,
and may encourage prospective students to come here.
d. Motion carried with a full vote of 27-0-0.
McBride motioned to appropriate $3,402 to the Center for Small Towns; second by Earl.
a. Peters estimated at least $700 used for student travel each semester. If even half of these costs
were saved each semester, they could pay for the webcams in a year.
b. Huerta motioned to amend the appropriation to $3,132; second by McBride.
i. Point of information: Jim Hall stated that there are several other webcams that are close
to the same model for the same price.
ii. Funding the computers is valuable to the program but some representatives are of the
opinion that the amount of webcams is too many.
iii. Matt Privratsky emphasized that they employ a large amount of students and it may
happen with scheduling that many people at once may need to utilize a large amount of
webcams, especially if their supervisor thinks they will. This also benefits the programs
that are prestigious for UMM to have.
iv. Wente added that, having worked at CST, transferring files to a different workstation in
order to use a webcam isn’t practical.
v. Greiman, on the other hand, noted that not everyone wants to video chat with their
employee and therefore supported the purchase of 3 webcams.
vi. Govada noted that if they are able to buy webcams from U-Mart instead of the requested
vendor, it actually saves them money.
vii. Ranelli motioned to amend the amendment to appropriate $3,222; second by Huerta.
1. This would allow the purchase three webcams as the model they chose, or more if
they went with a less expensive model.
2. Preston reminded Forum that this proposal can be revisited before adjourning the
meeting if we need to cut money.
3. Huerta moved to call the question; second by Ranelli.
a. The question was called by a majority vote
4. Privratsky called division.
5. The amendment failed with a vote of 9-16-0.
viii. This meets the Guidelines and has the added benefit of putting money into quality work.
This is a huge win-win situation.
ix. Huerta moved to call the question; second by Ranelli.
1. The question was called by a majority vote.
x. Amendment failed by a vote of 0-25-2.
c. Although we should be fiscally responsible, CST still needs to get technologically up to speed.
d. Huerta motioned to call the question; second by Ranelli.
i. McBride called division.
ii. The question was not called with a vote of 16-10-1. Discussion continued.
e. Matt Privratsky says CST must be committed to this project because they are willing to fund this
project with their own money if MCSA does not. He trusts Jessica Beyer’s judgment because
that’s what they can realistically use.
f. Motion carried with a vote of 24-1-2.
McBride motioned to take a five-minute recess; second by Stemper. Forum resumed at 7:12pm.
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McBride motioned to appropriate $3,481 to the Office of Instructional and Media Technologies;
second by Earle.
a. Earl motioned to amend the amount to $2,311; second by McBride.
i. This takes into account Jim Hall’s statement that a general model without the Blu-Ray
burner could be purchased for a lesser amount.
ii. Blu-ray burning technology is currently available in one of the professional editing
systems, but nowhere else on campus.
iii. Huerta mentioned that the bells and whistles may be useful to a number of students and it
fits the Guidelines as a new investment in technology.
iv. Roger Rose noted that this technology is generally not in high demand by students but
some do want to edit video on a PC, which this Dell would support. However, the
software for editing could theoretically be loaded onto the lower model.
v. Mark Privratsky pointed out that, although demand is low now, it may increase if the
technology is available. Tech Fee should allow UMM to excel in technology and take a
step forward rather than catching up with current technology.
vi. Matt Privratsky said that Blu-ray and DVD are not competing technologies because BluRay is an upgrade in quality, and this can impact a great number of students (such as in
Dance Ensemble or other performances) by giving the quality necessary for recordings.
vii. Point of Information: Residential Life will have Blu-ray playing devices, so the ability to
burn in the Blu-ray format may impact even more students on-campus.
viii. Amendment failed by a vote of 1-25-1.
b. Matt Privratsky motioned call the question; second by Privratsky.
i. The question was called by a vote of 26-1-0.
c. Motion carried with a vote of 25-0-2.
XIII. McBride motioned to appropriate $940 to the Office of Instructional and Media Technologies;
second by Earl.
a. Ranelli and Van Cleve reminded Forum that this proposal is a priority for this department and
also helps save student organizations money to use resources effectively on campus.
b. This proposal fits the Guidelines.
c. Motion carried with a vote of 26-0-0.
XIV. McBride motioned to appropriate $398 to the Office of Instructional and Media Technologies;
second by Earl.
a. Huerta mentioned that Blu-ray players were funded last year for different organizations and
inquired about the demand for Blu-ray players.
b. Roger Rose explained that there was not much demand for the use of Blu-ray players, but may be
because it’s just unavailable.
c. McBride noted that since we allocated money to burn Blu-ray, we should remain consistent by
funding the technological ability to view those products. This is a rather inexpensive investment
for a large advancement in on-campus technology.
d. Although Blu-ray players are available through the Office of Residential Life, off-campus
students currently have no way to play Blu-rays.
e. Hanson said it’s a huge asset to use video in many capacities, both educational and
extracurricular.
f. Greiman inquired about how Blu-ray players meet energy efficiency requirements.
g. Motion carried with a vote of 25-1-1.
XII.
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McBride motioned to appropriate $854 to the Office of Instructional and Media Technologies;
second by Earl.
a. Mark Privratsky noted that the current microphones are illegal.
b. Stemper noted that this request is critical.
c. Preston inquired about the punishment for using the current illegal system.
i. Roger Rose responded that even if KUMM doesn’t use the microphones, their license
could still be revoked because of the presence of illegal technology at UMM.
d. Young pointed out that these trump the Guidelines based on legality.
e. Motion carried with a full vote of 27-0-0.
XVI. McBride motioned to appropriate $869 to the Information Center; second by Earl.
a. This is one of the most frequently-used computers on campus and it’s in dire need of
replacement.
b. Motion carried with a vote of 23-0-4.
XVII. McBride motioned to appropriate $394 to the Minnesota Public Interest Research Group; second by
Earl.
a. Dave Swenson has confirmed that this organization’s computer will not be taken away. This
computer itself is at the age at which it would be replaced on a normal rotation, however.
b. McBride inquired as to how many people are involved in MPIRG on a yearly basis.
i. 25-50 people during large meetings; it fluctuates during the semester.
ii. Only the co-chairs would have access to the equipment because it would be secured in a
locked area.
iii. McBride voiced his favor of this appropriation because it meets the Guidelines.
c. Huerta motioned to amend the allocation to $72; second by Ranelli.
i. This allows them to purchase the external hard drive but make use of other technologies
that are readily available to solve the other problems they addressed.
ii. Stemper thinks it’s reasonable to believe that someone in the organization will have a
camera available.
iii. Felts expressed that there is a need for a camera to stay within the organization due to the
multiple uses of photos in their work.
iv. Matt Privratsky noted that we just approved MCSA to buy a printer so to not let MPIRG
to do the same thing is somewhat hypocritical.
v. Young supports this amendment.
vi. Preston stated that this debate over a few hundred dollars is ridiculous.
vii. Jim Hall said that if we approve the purchase of a hard drive, we can require them to have
a check-out system in place for that hardware.
viii. Ranelli moved to amend the amendment to $252; second by Earl.
1. This includes the printer and the hard drive, which were MPIRG’s two greatest
priorities.
2. Preston moves to call the question; second by Stemper.
3. The question was called by a majority vote.
ix. Amendment failed.
d. Helgerson stated that having a camera available for organization use means that members’
privately-owned cameras are protected.
e. Wente motioned to call the question; second by Stemper.
i. The question was called by a majority vote.
f. Amendment failed by a 2-20-5 vote.
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g. Jim’s concern is that private data may be stored on the hard drive, a problem that would be
remedied with the use of log. Locking it for use would alleviate worry about it being stolen.
i. Ranelli motioned to attach a note to the allocation to read: “MPIRG must create a checkin and check-out log for the external hard drive and consult with Jim Hall in the process
of doing so. The external hard drive must be stored in a secure, locked location. These
logs must be brought before MCSA during the next academic year’s Tech Fee application
process;” second by Earl.
ii. The note was added to the allocation by a majority vote.
h. Preston motioned to call the question; second by Stemper.
i. The question was called by a majority vote.
i. Motion carried by a 19-1-7 vote.
XVIII. Sweep motioned to recess for 5 minutes; second by McBride. Forum resumed at 8:26pm.
XIX. McBride motioned to appropriate $8,680 to the Music Department; second by Earl.
a. Huerta voiced her support; Ranelli and Matt Privratksy echoed.
b. Mark Privratsky mentioned that ensembles sell recordings, which benefits student ensembles and
helps with UMM publicity.
c. Young commented on the intrinsic value of this equipment.
d. Motion carried by a vote of 26-0-1.
XX. McBride motioned to appropriate $2,550 to the Social Science Division; second by Earl.
a. Having this technology available helps better prepare students for graduate school.
b. Software with these capabilities aren’t available elsewhere at UMM.
c. Donovan motioned to call the question; second by Stemper.
i. Earl called division.
ii. The question was called by a 18-6-2 vote.
d. Motion carried with a 23-0-4 vote.
XXI. McBride motioned to appropriate $43,897 to Student Activities et al; second by Earl.
a. Roger Rose noted that this project greatly impacts other departments at UMM, especially as to
the amount of work that needs to be managed. If approved, this equipment may not be installed
for at least a year. Also, all the screens would display a universal message due to the lack of staff
available to manage this system.
b. Mark Privratsky moved to amend the proposal to $8,612; second by Huerta.
i. This would be a great project, even if just installed in the three primary places. It’s simply
too big to do all in one year. It would be irresponsible of us to fund the entire proposal.
ii. Matt Privratsky reminded Forum that, if the full system would be installed, it would cost
$7,000 per year to maintain. This allows us to continue funding the annual costs yearly
before the project gets out of hand. This is a long-term adjustment that needs to be done
responsibly in a series of implementation steps.
iii. McBride worries that this makes us more like the other University of Minnesota schools
and may impact how UMM communicates. This amendment is a more comfortable
solution because it allows UMM to adjust to this change over time.
iv. Patterson noted that MCSA funding isn’t the last step in this project. Recurring costs can
still be investigated. Patterson also pointed out that it fits the Guidelines nearly perfectly.
v. Govada mentioned that this project is much less visible to off-campus students and
perhaps this project is better left for a future Tech Fee year.
vi. Wente motioned to call the question; second by Stemper.
1. The question not called by a majority vote. Discussion continued.
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vii. The management issue bothers Roger Rose because it falls on existing departments to
manage the implementation and the day-to-day updates. That’s why starting small makes
more sense before investing in a larger, more costly system. Jim Hall says starting with a
smaller scope gives it a greater chance of success to demonstrate its value to UMM. The
size is intimidating but overall, it’s a great idea. Roger feels comfortable managing the
base level, but nothing higher.
viii. Ranelli sees the base level as the most realistic level.
ix. Felts expressed worry that student organizations would have to pay to use this service, as
well as that the system is not energy efficient.
x. Rosana voiced favor of this system because it would benefit both first-year students and
those with special dietary requirements.
xi. Greiman expressed that, at a campus our size, these may not be updated and relevant.
xii. Jayne Blodgett reiterated how long it would take to install this system. To go all-in would
make installation take years.
xiii. Mark Privratsky expressed that, if the experts are only comfortable with the base
proposal, then that’s what we should go with. Their opinion should matter most.
xiv. Donovan inquired about the possibility of reserving costs for the future implementation
of this system; Matt Privratsky pointed out that the money must be used within the
upcoming fiscal year.
xv. Huerta motioned to call the question; second by Matt Privratsky.
1. The question was called by a majority vote.
xvi. The amendment was approved by a 24-0-3 vote.
c. Matt Privratsky expressed that we rely on the opinion of the experts. Roger Rose is in favor of
starting small with this system; Jim Hall echoed that opinion.
d. Young expressed that this is a redundant, expensive technology.
e. Preston voiced his support for an added note to the allocation to include our discussion and
reasoning for the appropriation.
f. Govada expressed her doubts about the feasibility of the system for this campus.
g. Stemper motioned to call the question; second by Huerta.
i. The question was called by a majority vote.
h. Motion carried with a 22-5-1 vote.
XXII. McBride motioned to recess for 10 minutes; second by Huerta. Motion failed.
XXIII. McBride motioned to appropriate $5000 to KUMM; second by Earl.
a. It’s a federally-mandated proposal.
b. Huerta motioned to amend the amount to $6000; second by Earl.
i. There is a chance that $5,000 isn’t enough and their budget doesn’t have wiggle room,
but with legality in mind, it’s in everybody’s best interest to fund more.
ii. Matt Privratsky motioned to call the question; second by Huerta.
1. The question was called by a majority vote.
iii. The amendment was approved by a majority vote.
c. Matt Privratsky motioned to call the question; second by Huerta.
i. Question was called by a majority vote.
d. Motion carried by a 27-0-1 vote.
XXIV. McBride motioned to appropriate $18,475 to Computing Services; second by Earl.
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a. Matt Privratsky notes that this is a large amount of money, but the service UMM will be
receiving will have a huge impact. The additional consultant will be great in implementing this
service, and the data tracking is a great tool.
b. Ranelli spoke to the benefits of this service during breaks and how it will positively impact the
student Listserv. Concerns regarding privacy were discussed.
c. Donovan noted that, for a campus of UMM’s size, this is rather expensive and unnecessary.
d. Govada motioned to amend the proposal to include a note that reads, “Due credit will be given to
MCSA for the funding of this proposal;” second by Earl.
i. Amendment passed by a majority vote.
e. Huerta expressed that there is a clear need for this technology at UMM. It can help create its own
community rather than hurting UMM’s overall community.
f. Felts is willing to pay $7 a year to gain access to a network that helps save gas and time.
g. Greiman thinks this will enhance an existing community rather than create one and may not
address the “laziness” factor of those who give rides. As far as a green impact, it’s not as
sustainable as we’d like to believe.
h. Mark Privratsky would use this service but not the Listserv.
i. UMM Student Showalter expressed his concern for the $10 cost per ride.
j. Young motioned to call the question; second by Huerta.
i. The question was called by a majority vote.
k. Huerta called for a roll call vote
l. Granaas took vote by roll; motion carried by a vote of 20-5-3.
XXV. McBride motioned to appropriate $16,860 to the library; second by Earl.
a. Stemper motioned to call the question; second by Huerta.
b. Motion carried by a vote of 26-0-2.
XXVI. McBride motioned to appropriate $2,660 to the CMR-Humanities disciplines; second by Earl.
a. Stemper expressed that this technology is in dire need of replacement.
b. The cost of installation is being waived, so it benefits us to fund this.
c. Wente motioned to call the question; second by Privratsky.
i. The question was called by a majority vote.
d. The motion passed by a full vote of 28-0-0.
XXVII. McBride motioned to appropriate $869 to the Wellness Center/Peer Health Educators; second by
Earl.
a. The positive impact of Peer Health Educators on the student body was addressed.
b. Young motioned to call the question; second by Gruntner.
i. Stemper called division
ii. The question was called by a vote of 22-6-0.
c. The motion carried by a vote of 26-0-1.
XXVIII. McBride motioned to appropriate $2,649 to Media Services; second by Earl.
a. This positively impacts many students in an academic setting and fits the Guidelines well.
b. Young motioned to call the question; second by Gruntner.
i. The question was called by a majority vote.
c. Motion carried by a full vote of 28.
XXIX. McBride motioned to appropriate $603 to Student Activities; second by Earl.
a. No discussion.
b. Motion carried by a full vote of 28.
XXX. McBride motioned to appropriate $20,806 to Student Activities; second by Earl.
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a. Mark Privratsky spoke about how this equipment will help Tech Crew catch up to current
technology and enhance experiences for a majority of students.
b. The presentation was well-done and the purpose for students is clear.
c. Matt Privratsky reminded Forum of the positive financial impact on student organizations.
d. McBride voiced his concern about the curtains because they don’t necessarily fit the Guideline’s
description of technology. Jayne Blodgett echoed this opinion.
e. Curtains can be seen as protecting the other technological investments in Edson. Although it’s
not what usually comes to mind with technology, it does provide benefits to technological
infrastructure. Huerta pointed out that this is also a more sustainable option for curtains than the
current cycle of shipping, washing, and set-up.
f. Bergantine motioned to call the question; second by Privratsky.
i. The question was called by a majority vote.
g. The motion carried by a vote of 27-1-0.
XXXI. McBride motioned to appropriate $7,851 to Instructional and Media Technologies; second by Earl.
a. McBride noted that it’s important that these get replaced on a regular basis.
b. Young motioned to call the question; second by Huerta.
i. The question was called by a majority vote.
c. Motion carried by a full vote of 28.
XXXII. McBride motioned to appropriate $14,750 to the Office of Instructional and Media
Technologies; second by Earl.
a. Huerta inquired about the number of students that directly utilize the space. Roger Rose
explained that many students use the space for academic use. This request is to archive projects.
b. Matt Privratsky pointed out the true value of the indirect benefits of this project and indicated
that there is a need for this proposal.
c. Mark Privratsky is of the opinion that this also impacts alumni; Greiman agreed.
d. Motion carried by a full vote of 28-0-0.
XXXIII. McBride motioned to appropriate $5,500 to the Science and Math Divison; second by Rook.
a. Matt Privratsky noted that this will be used not only in academic coursework, but also in
research, which is something UMM takes pride in.
b. Huerta explained the benefits of having the software licensing in 24-hour labs as well as the
Science Building.
c. Ranelli explained that GIS software can be used in many different areas as well as graduate
school. Young expanded this by stating that GIS is also valuable for those looking into
government work for the future.
d. Govada expressed concern for funding a license renewal next year.
e. Motion carried by a full vote of 28-0-0.
XXXIV. McBride motioned to recess for 5 minutes; second by Patterson. Motion carried. Forum resumed
at 10:36pm.
XXXV. McBride motioned to appropriate $6,990 to the Office of Instructional and Media Technologies
a. Mark Privratsky pointed out that, for how long it will last and how many people it will impact,
this technology is a great investment.
b. Stemper expressed that this shows what a great school we are to outside spectators.
c. Matt Privratsky also noted that this kind of technology lets students utilize their talents and learn
the kinds of technology used in the outside world.
d. Motion carried by a full vote of 28-0-0.
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XXXVI. McBride motioned to appropriate $1,995 to the Office of Instructional and Media Technologies;
second by Earl.
a. Young expressed the value of this technology for those going into professional film work.
b. Peters noted that this technology can be used in non-art disciplines as well.
c. Hanson explained that events like the UMMys depend on having this kind of technology
available to students.
d. Van Cleve noted the benefit of this software for amateur users.
e. Motion carried by a full vote of 28-0-0.
XXXVII. McBride motioned to appropriate $8,528 to the Music Discipline; second by Earl.
a. McBride reminded Forum that this project was not funded last year due to the expense. The fact
that the Music Discipline is prepared to contribute so much money for this project shows their
dedication towards these improvements.
b. Matt Privratsky notes that there is a great amount of support for this project and it’s a unique
project that can affect both music majors and those students who are simply completing a general
education requirement. Its uses are both specialized and general, which makes it a unique and
valuable asset to UMM.
c. Sweep noted that this kind of high-impact learning is going to cost MCSA relatively little.
d. Motion carried by a vote of 27-0-1.
XXXVIII. McBride motioned to appropriate $600 to The University Register; second by Earl.
a. Sweep explained that this request helps cover the cost of a camera and shipping for two
additional cameras funded through Tech Fee last year.
b. Gruntner is convinced that the equipment will be taken care of, locked away, and signed out by
those who use it.
c. Stemper mentioned that the current staff needs these cameras so they can utilize them with little
experience or expertise.
d. Preston does not trust the University Register to care for a camera given their reputation.
e. Patterson noted that the presenter admitted that mistakes were made, but the mistakes haven’t yet
been remedied. Patterson also expressed concern that the proposal was incomplete when it was
sent to MCSA.
f. Van Cleve stated that the UR’s situation is bad due to past administration and he doesn’t want to
punish the current organization for the past organization’s mistakes. Van Cleve suggested a signout sheet requirement.
g. Sharma stated that the UR is indeed getting better and this is an investment in the kind of impact
the UR has the capacity to make.
h. Govada suggested waiting to see what the UR does with the amount they’ve already been
appropriated.
i. Matt Privratsky is of the opinion that it is unfair to decide the current appropriation based on our
past experiences with this organization.
j. Greiman is of the opinion that students working on the UR would benefit more from using
fancier cameras than using the cameras they requested.
k. Mark Privratsky also voiced concern for the incompleteness of the form and the lack of prior
research.
l. Wente would like to see the UR prove that they are taking a more serious approach before
investing more money in cameras.
m. Huerta is willing to fund this proposal based on the amount of improvement seen in the UR
under the new editor.
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n. Young supports this proposal, even with some reservations.
o. Patterson reminded Forum to look at the overall student impact, not the opinions of the UR based
on a certain individual or individuals.
p. McBride motioned to call the question; second by Privratsky
i. The question was called by a majority vote.
q. The motion fails with a vote of 10-12-4.
XXXIX. McBride motioned to appropriate $40 to the Social Science Division; second by Earl.
a. McBride noted that funding this proposal would set a precedent.
b. Huerta mentioned that this technology could be used by students, but it’s primarily designed to
benefit the instructor, which doesn’t fit the Guidelines.
c. Young motioned to amend the appropriation to $90; second by Peters.
i. This would be in the off-chance the original clicker becomes lost, which may happen.
ii. Earl points out that individuals should not be rewarded for losing items.
iii. Huerta motioned to call the question; second by Privratsky.
1. The question was called by a majority vote.
iv. The amendment failed by a majority vote.
d. Matt Privratsky stated that if we bought this, it would be used by an individual. However, when
students give presentations, it would provide an academic benefit. Privratsky fully expects that it
would be used for senior seminars and prevents the hassle of borrowing a clicker. This has the
longevity to pay back its investment.
e. Ranelli inquired about who will be responsible for the use and care of this equipment. When
purchased with university funds, it becomes property of the University.
f. Helgerson noted that she would find a clicker useful for her own academic experience.
g. Rook motioned to amend the amount to $20; second by Forde.
i. This would account for the student use of the clicker given that it will be mostly for
personal use.
ii. Earl would be more comfortable funding this proposal if the whole division was being
funded clickers.
iii. Matt Privratsky motioned to call the question; second by Huerta.
1. The question was called by a majority vote.
iv. The amendment failed by a majority vote.
h. Patterson pointed out that, regardless of price, this proposal does not fit the Guidelines.
i. Huerta stated that funding a single clicker makes no sense.
j. Matt Privratsky motioned to call the question; second by Bergantine.
i. The question was called by a majority vote.
k. Motion failed by a vote of 7-7-11.
XL. McBride motioned to appropriate $1,400 to the RCGS; second by Earl.
a. McBride believes this proposal should be passed based on a basic upgrade rotation schedule, if
nothing else.
b. Van Cleve recognizes this proposal to be a useful tool for a valuable resource for students.
c. Motion carried by a vote of 19-1-6.
XLI. McBride motioned to appropriate $3,476 to the Multi-Ethnic Resource Center; second by Earl.
a. McBride stated that this is in keeping with the general upgrade schedule.
b. Motion carried by a full vote of 26-0-0.
XLII. McBride motioned to appropriate $7,450 to Disability Services; second by Earl.
a. Young expressed his support for this proposal.
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b. Forde noted the benefits of opening the use of this software to all students.
c. Motion carried by a vote of 24-0-2.
XLIII. McBride motioned to recess for 5 minutes; second by Stemper. Motion carried.Forum resumed at
11:30pm.
a. Sweep announced that MCSA allocated a total of $190,044.
b. Mark Privratsky motioned to close allocations; second by Huerta.
c. Motion carried by a majority vote.
XLIV. President’s Remarks
a. Thank you for your hard work during this process. This is probably the most thorough Tech Fee
in many years and your time and effort is appreciated.
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